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REMARKS 

Claims 1-24 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 4, 5, 10, 17-19 and 21 have 
been amended to address the Examiner's objections and further define the invention. The 
specification has been amended to address the Examiner's objections. Substitute Figure 

4 is included at the end of this amendment to address the Examiner's objections to the 
drawings. With regard to the Examiner's assertion that the features of claims 9 and 24 
not being shown in the Figures, the Applicant respectfully refers the Examiner to Figures 

5 and 7 where it is clearly shown that a precharge pulse is initiated in response to a falling 
edge and terminated in response to a rising edge of a clock signal. Applicant respectfully 
requests that the objections to the specification and the drawings be withdrawn in light of 
these amendments and remarks. No new matter is presented by way of this amendment. 

Rejection under 35 USC 102 

Claims 1-8 and 10-23 were rejected under 35 USC 102 as being anticipated by US 
Patent No. 5,673,225 to Jeong et al. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of 
this rejection in light of the arguments below. 

Claim 1 has been amended to clarify that the precharge pulse is terminated at 
either the preset time delay period or clock signal, whichever is longer in duration. Jeong 
fails to provide this option. The Examiner asserts that the time delay is achieved through 
the inverters, capacitor, and transistor in the path traversed by mode selection signal 
phi(Xi). According to the Examiner, the falling edge of the mode selection signal causes 
the termination of the precharge pulse. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
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Examiner's characterization of Jeong and analysis of claim 1. Claim 1 provides for the 
selection of the longest time period, whether it is the clock cycle or the pre-set delay. 
Jeong does not provide an option. The signal being output from output voltage adding 
circuit 9 of Jeong traverses through the inverter; capacitor, and transistor, however, there 
is no option for choosing between a delay period and a clock-like signal. The phi(Xi) 
signal is transmitted through the inverter, capacitor, and transistor and there is no other 
path. What the Examiner refers to as the delay circuitry is at the same time functioning to 
define the second clock-like signal. These signals are not distinct and claim 1 ends the 
precharge pulse based on the longer of two distinct signals. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the rejection to claim 1 be withdrawn for at least these reasons. 
Applicant would also like to point out that claim 4 has been amended to further define the 
ending of the precharge pulse. Jeong fails to disclose or teach the features of amended 
claim 4. 

Claim 10 has been amended to define the structure of the circuitry for ending the 
precharge pulse. The structure defined by amended claim 10 is not disclosed by Jeong. 
Accordingly, claim 10, as amended in not anticipated by Jeong. Claims 11-18 depend 
from claim 10, therefore, these claims are not anticipated by Jeong for at least the above 
stated reasons. 

Claim 19 has been amended to further define the ending of the precharge pulse. 
In light of the amendments to claim 19, the applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of 
the rejection of claim 19 and dependent claims 20-23. 
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Rejection under 35 USC 103 

Claims 9 and 24 were rejected as being unpatentable over Jeong. As claims 9 and 
24 depend from claims 1 and 1 9, respectively, claims 9 and 24 are patentable over Jeong 
for at least the reasons stated above for claims 1 and 19. Furthermore, the Applicant 
asserts that the Examiner has failed to show the motivation for modifying Jeong. The 
Examiner cannot use the Applicant's disclosure to provide rationale for modifying the 
reference. Jeong does not disclose using a falling edge to initiate the precharge and a 
rising edge to end the precharge pulse and nowhere is it suggested to modify Jeong to 
invert the signals referred to by the Examiner. 

In light of the arguments and amendments presented herein, a Notice of allowance 
is respectfully requested. In the event a telephone conversation would expedite the 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner may reach the undersigned at (408) 774- 
6921. If any fees are due in connection with the filing of this paper, then the 
Commissioner is authorized to charge such fees to Deposit Account No. 50-0805 (Order 
No. SUNMP3 15). A copy of the transmittal is enclosed for this purpose. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MARTINE PENILLA & GENCARELLA, LLP 




Michael L. Gencarella 
Registration No. 44,703 



710 Lakeway Drive, Suite 200 
Sunnyvale, California 94085 
Telephone: (408) 749-6900 
Customer No. 32291 
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